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PER CURI AM

Jorge GConzalez-Jaines pled guilty to conspiracy to
possess with intent to distribute five or nore kil ograns of cocai ne
and fifty granms of cocaine base, 21 U.S.C. 8§ 846 (2000) (Count 1),
two counts of possession of cocaine with intent to distribute, 21
US CA § 841 (West 1999 & Supp. 2003) (Counts 3 & 10), and one
count of aiding and abetting the possession of cocaine with intent
to distribute, 21 U S.CA § 841, 18 U S.C. § 2 (2000) (Count 8).
The district court departed downward based on Gonzal ez-Jai nes’
substantial assistance and inposed a sentence of 240 nonths
i nprisonnment. Gonzal ez-Jaines’ attorney has filed a brief pursuant

to Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967), raising as a

potentially neritorious issue the district court’s failure to
i npose a sentence of |ess than 240 nonths, but asserting that, in
his view, there are no neritorious issues for appeal. Gonzal ez-
Jai mes has been inforned of his right to file a pro se suppl enent al
brief but has not filed a brief. W affirm the conviction and
sent ence.

A defendant may not appeal the extent of a downward
departure unless the departure decision resulted in a sentence
i nposed in violation of lawor resulted in an incorrect application

of the sentencing guidelines. United States v. Hill, 70 F.3d 321,

324-25 (4th Cr. 1995). W discern no such error in the district

court's departure in this case.



Pursuant to Anders, we have reviewed the record for
reversible error and found none. We therefore affirm the
conviction and sentence. This court requires that counsel inform
his client, inwiting, of his right to petition the Suprene Court
of the United States for further review. |If the client requests
that a petition be filed, but counsel believes that such a petition
woul d be frivol ous, then counsel nmay nove this court for |eave to
wi t hdraw fromrepresentation. Counsel’s notion nust state that a
copy thereof was served on the client. We dispense with ora
argunment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argument woul d not
ai d the decisional process.
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